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There is nothing that strengthens the hand 
of employers more than a divided workforce, 
with workers pitted against each other com-
peting for jobs. De-unionisation, individual 
employment contracts, exportation of jobs, 
importation of cheaper labour – they use 
whatever means they can to divide and 
rule. The one barrier that stands in their 
way is the unity of workers in their trade 
unions. Now the chair of the Productivity 
Commission (PC), Gary Banks, has come 
up with another approach to drive wages 
and working conditions down in a race to 
the bottom.

In a recent speech to the Economics Society 
in Melbourne, Banks called for workplace 
regulation to be included in a review of laws 
that “restrict competition”. His aim is for com-
petition law to apply to industrial relations. He 
said labour should be treated in a similar way 
to other markets which are closely scrutinised 
to promote competition.

Banks was reported as criticising the govern-
ment for still supporting “collective action” as 
a proper basis of workplace relations.

The Howard government’s use of corpora-
tions law to impose individual employment 
contracts (AWAs) on workers was just a taste 
of what lies ahead if the present exemptions 
of trade unions and workers from competition 
law are lifted. If applied to labour-employer 
relations, the provisions of the Competition and 
Consumer Act (formerly the Trades Practices 
Act) would effectively outlaw all trade union 
rights.

It would require special provisions for trade 
unions to continue to negotiate agreements on 
behalf of members or for minimum standards 
and awards to apply.

Competitive labour markets
The aim is to create competitive labour 

markets. That is, the unfettered competition 
between workers for jobs. Just as there might 
be competition between supermarkets over the 
price of bread of milk, workers would compete, 
with jobs going to those who accept the lowest 

wages, longest hours, shortest annual leave (if 
any), etc. It would be worker versus worker in 
a race to the bottom.

“Price fixing” and collusion
Workers would compete on a labour market 

for jobs as never before. Joining together (in a 
trade union) in an attempt to fi x the price (wages, 
conditions) of the services they provide would 
be illegal. It would be construed as collusion 
(Sections 44ZZ - RF, RG, RJ & RK) and “price 
fi xing”.

“Anti-competitive 
agreements”

Section 45 of the Act prohibits contracts, 
arrangements or understandings that would be 
likely to substantially lessen competition in a 
market. A set price for workers (wages and 
other entitlements) as negotiated in an enter-
prise agreement (or found in an award) would 
not only lessen competition between workers 
but also the ability of companies to compete 
on a market. (They could not undercut each 
other on wages.)

If the provisions of the Act were extended 
to workers and trade unions, then individual 
contracts would be the only legal instrument 
for determining wages and conditions. That 
is, unless the government amended the Act to 
allow for the retention of legislated minimum 
standards or awards.

Otherwise a trade union would need to seek 
authorisation from the Australian Competition 
and Consumer Commission (ACCC) to nego-
tiate on behalf of their members for common 
wages and conditions (the cost of the service 
they provide – labour). If not they would be in 
serious breach of the Act.

If this sounds far-fetched, it already applies 
to certain groups of workers. For example, the 
Queensland Branch of the Transport Workers 
Union is in the process of trying to gain 
authorisation from the ACCC to represent 
owner drivers contracted to CEVA Logistics, a 
car carrier. Without that authorisation the union 
cannot legally engage in collective bargaining 
with CEVA.

The ACCC has granted interim authorisation 
to the TWU and will make its fi nal determina-
tion after receiving public submissions. To grant 
what amounts to an exemption under the Act, 
the ACCC must be satisfi ed that there is public 
benefi t from doing so.

Without that authorisation, the only legal 
option for truck owners is to individually negoti-
ate with CEVA – i.e. compete against each other.

Breaches of the Act can result in criminal 
and civil penalties amounting to millions of 
dollars.

Union versus union
Without the inclusion of further exemptions 

from the Act, the allocation of coverage could 
also be subjected to competition policy. Any 
union could recruit any worker, regardless of 
occupation or industry – opening the door to 
company unions to divide the workforce.

“Misuse of market power”
If Section 46, “Misuse of market power”, 

were applied to trade unions, then all indus-
trial action would be outlawed. The only 
source of power that workers have is their 
unity in action, their ability to withdraw 
their labour – what is referred to as a primary 
boycott in the Act.

With penalties of up to $10 million, it would 
make it extremely diffi cult to enforce a union-
negotiated enterprise agreement (if there was 
one) and prevent individual workers accepting 
individual contracts for inferior (“more competi-
tive”) conditions.

The trade union would be construed as hav-
ing taken advantage of its power in the labour 
market for the purpose of “preventing a person 
from engaging in competitive conduct in that 
or any other market”.

Trades Practices Act 45D & E
It should not be forgotten that the Fraser 

Coalition government’s amendments to the 
Trades Practices Act in 1978 removed trade 
union and employee exemptions to Sections 
45 D & E which outlaw secondary boycotts.

A secondary boycott is defi ned as action by 
two or more people acting in concert, which 

prevents a third party, such as a potential 
customer or supplier, from dealing with or 
doing business with the target of the action. 
The third party, who has nothing to do with 
the dispute which is the subject of the direct 
boycott, suffers loss or damage as a result of 
the boycott.

For example, under the Act, workers on a 
picket line outside a factory who stop trucks 
from another company entering or leaving the 
site are carrying out a secondary boycott against 
the company which owns the trucks.

If the two or more people taking the 
action are members or offi cials of the same 
trade union then the trade union is deemed to 
be taking the action and can be subjected to 
damages actions of up to $10 million as well 
as other penalties.

The Act resulted in many unions abandoning 
secondary boycott actions, a powerful weapon in 
an industrial dispute, particularly when supplies 
can be blocked to an employer attempting to use 
scab labour. Notwithstanding various tactics to 
get around the Act, it seriously weakened the 
capacity of trade unions to fi ght.

The lifting of the exemption to the remain-
der of the Act, as appears to be the aim of not 
just Banks but the Abbott Opposition, could see 
the outlawing of basic trade union rights includ-
ing collective bargaining, joint claims by trade 
unions and the taking of any industrial action.

The extent to which it completely deregu-
lated the labour market and outlawed any means 
of defence would depend on special provisions 
inserted by the government removing the exist-
ing exemptions.

PC’s agenda
The neo-liberal PC gave some insights into 

its intentions for workers in its recent review of 
the retail industry. It was highly critical of the 
Fair Work Act and the modern (gutted) award 
system which provides bare minimum wages 
and conditions across an industry or trade. It 
found the minimum wages and penalty rates 
too high and the system infl exible for individual 
employers. It is referring here to some of the 
lowest paid workers in the country!

Continued on page 2
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Workers preventing a supplier entering the premises face heavy penalties.
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PRESS FUND
The NSW O’Farrell government wants to alter planning 
requirements so residents can only have a say in general 
development guidelines for their area, and no say at all in proposals 
that affect them specifically. This issue will contribute to the 
changing pattern of voting demonstrated in last week’s closely-
fought state by election battle between the ALP and the Greens in 
Melbourne. But speaking of contributions, we seek your support for 
the Press Fund in the next edition to help us meet The Guardian’s 
production costs. We extend our sincere thanks to this week’s 
contributors, as follows:
A Sling, in loving memory of Anne Duffy-Lindsay, $30
Les Bromfield, in memory of Earl Marchant, $40,
Mrs Jessie Kiek, in memory of her husband Laurie, $200
Also: Mark Mannion $5, “Round Figure” $10
This week’s total: $285 Progressive total: $5,585

Skills: rebuild the public sector
For decades governments have talked about giving priority to solv-

ing skills shortages. They promised us the “knowledge based economy”, 
new apprenticeship programs, “a new economy”, and even an “educa-
tion revolution” with “industry playing its part.” There has been no 
shortage of promises while the skills shortages continued to mount. As 
recently as March this year, Prime Minister Julia Gillard was urging 
Australians to tool up and train for a trade as she announced new 
loan arrangements for TAFE students. “I want all Australians to be 
fully prepared for the opportunities and better-paying jobs of the new 
economy,” she told the Sunday Herald Sun (11-03-2012). “I want to 
break down the fi nancial barriers that prevent people from getting 
better skills.”

The exact extent of the skills shortages is debatable, with some 
employers seeking excuses to import labour on enterprise migration 
visas on below award rates. The shortages extend well beyond the 
resources sector. Skills minister Chris Evans said Australia will suffer 
a skills shortage of nearly half a million workers if the training system 
is not “radically transformed” by 2015. Australia ranks 26th out of 
34 OECD countries on the percentage of GDP spent on educational 
institutions.

For years education and other unions repeatedly warned succes-
sive governments that action was required to prevent shortages. Their 
warnings fell on deaf ears. Lack of training places, lack of apprentice-
ships, the introduction of university and TAFE fees, and inadequate 
income support for students have all played a part. In some fi elds such 
a nursing, the “shortage” may have more to do with the appalling 
working conditions and low wages that have forced many nurses out 
of the system. All too often governments have been happy to rely on 
overseas workers to fi ll positions instead of investing in training here.

The government’s plans to “radically transform” the training system 
are centred around the “marketisation” of training. TAFE provides 
high quality trades training in industries across the country and high 
level skills in a range of key industry sectors as well as opportunities 
for workers and students to access literacy and numeracy and second 
chance education. Instead of being increased to meet shortages, recur-
rent funding per hour for VET (Vocational Education and Training) 
has declined by over 25 percent since 1997.

TAFE now has to compete for government funding with the private 
sector. In Victoria, which is leading the privatisation (“marketisation”) 
of training, between 2008 and 2011, TAFE’s share of the “market” 
dropped from 75 percent to 48 percent. Hundreds of TAFE teachers 
have been sacked. The private sector will not solve skills shortages. It 
will cherry pick the most profi table courses regardless of the need for 
them and leave the more expensive and less profi table ones to TAFE.

There is a chronic shortage of apprenticeship places. Apprenticeship 
wages are sometimes as low as $7 an hour, well below subsistence level, 
driving apprentices out of the system before completing their course.

Privatisation has taken a huge toll on the apprenticeship system. 
Government departments were major employers of apprentices. They 
built public housing, roads, bridges and other infrastructure, they 
maintained railway stock, provided basic utilities, most of which have 
been privatised. Telecom (now Telstra) in particular was responsible 
for putting thousands of employees through TAFE courses. The pri-
vate Telcos and privatised Telstra are more interested in profi ts than 
training.

Lack of planning is the other element. Government has a respon-
sibility to plan the development of industry and address the social, 
cultural and other requirements of society well into the future. Ad 
hoc responses following the emergence of a shortage or crisis, which 
is how capitalism works, are no solution. The private sector focuses 
on short-term profi ts with no thought given to the needs of the com-
munity or economy.

So instead of privatisation and pumping more money into the 
private sector, it is time the government got serious about solving 
skills shortages and providing Australians with an education system 
appropriate for a modern, 21st century society.

If Gillard really wanted to “break down the fi nancial barriers”, 
then her government would abolish TAFE and university fees, increase 
income assistance for students and apprenticeship wages, and provide 
free child care places on campus. It would begin rebuilding the public 
sector and with it boost apprenticeship numbers. Public housing and 
public transport are two areas of pressing need for expansion by the 
public sector. The apprenticeship system is in need of radical reform.

Call for guaranteed 
resettlement
The Refugee Action Coalition 
(RAC NSW) has condemned the 
Minister for Immigration for 
dismissing calls for asylum seekers 
to be processed in Indonesia.

RAC’s submission to the Expert 
Panel on Asylum Seekers stresses 
the importance that speedy process-
ing in Indonesia be combined with 
guaranteed resettlement in Australia 
of those found to be refugees.

“We are dismayed but not sur-
prised that the Minister has already 
ruled out processing in Indonesia. 
The Minister’s announcement has 
pre-empted the fi ndings of the expert 
panel. He has turned the expert panel 
into a sham. Either it is a government 
set-up or it is set up to fail,” said Ian 
Rintoul, spokesperson for the Refugee 
Action Coalition.

“The Minister’s rejection of 
processing asylum seekers in 
Indonesia and resettlement shows 
just how much the government’s push 
for off-shore processing is driven by 
domestic politics, not by concern for 
asylum seekers.”

He said any “regional solution”’ 
that does not guarantee resettlement in 
Australia is just a way of outsourcing 
Australia’s responsibilities to asylum 
seekers and turning poorer regional 
neighbours into dead end dumping 
grounds.

“Chris Bowen’s fixation on 
the policies of deterrence will only 
ensure that the pointless, toxic debate 
between Labor and the Coalition over 
off-shore processing will continue. 
The Labor government is about to 

miss another opportunity to imple-
ment a humanitarian policy.

“Pakistan has just announced that 
it intends to repatriate 2.7 million 
Afghan refugees by December this 
year. Combine this with the repres-
sion of Hazaras in Quetta and you 
have a push factor far bigger than 
any deterrence the Minister could 
manufacture.”

The Refugee Action Coalition 
(NSW) has called a rally on Sunday 
August 12, 1.00pm at Sydney Town 
Hall to protest against off-shore 
processing before the August sitting 
of federal parliament.

Meanwhile, refugee groups have 
rejected the Immigration Minister’s 
assertion that refugee boat arrivals 
take the places of refugees in camps 
as a convenient untruth.

“The Minister is responsible for 
setting the number of refugees taken 
from camps each year. It has been 
6000 for many years. That number 
could, and should, be increased,” 
said Rintoul.

“It is not boat people depriving 
others in refugee camps; it is the 
Minister.”

“The Howard government delib-
erately linked the number of boat 
arrivals to the special humanitarian 
program to try and turn refugee and 
migrant communities against boat 
arrivals. This cruel measure should 
have been dropped by Labor when it 
was elected in 2007, but shamefully 
it was kept in place.

“No other country in the world 
links its onshore and offshore 

refugee programs in this way. Just as 
Howard’s use of temporary protec-
tion visas pushed family members 
onto boats, and led to the sinking 
of the SIEV X, Chris Bowen’s use 
of this policy is pushing families 
onto boats.”

He noted that Opposition 
Immigration Minister Scott Morrison 
says nothing about maintaining the 
Howard policy. But Chris Bowen is 
now using the Howard government’s 
policy to turn community opinion 
against boat arrivals.

“Even more dangerously, 
because refugees’ family members 
are artifi cially excluded from the 
humanitarian program, there is no 
alternative for them but to get into 
boats. Just as Howard’s use of tem-
porary protection visas led to the 
refugees’ families drowning on the 
SIEV X, Chris Bowen policies are 
pushing refugees’ relatives to get on 
to boats. Chris Bowen is creating a 
‘SIEV X’ effect.”

He said that if the Minister was 
really concerned about the safety of 
asylum seekers, he would de-link the 
off-shore refugee program from the 
special humanitarian program. If he 
was really concerned about refugees 
in camps in Africa, he would increase 
the pitifully small quota of 6,000.

“But hypocrisy rules the day. 
Truth is also a casualty in the war 
against refugees. Chris Bowen is 
more interested in abusing the rights 
of asylum seekers and promoting 
off-shore processing and the Malaysia 
Agreement.” 

Corporatising workers
Continued from page 1

It found that the current pro-
visions for individual fl exibility 
agreements, which state that under 
such individual agreements workers 
must be “better off overall”, might 
be “inhibiting the adoption of fl ex-
ibility enhancing provisions.”

The PC proposed “linking 
remuneration, and therefore unit 
labour costs, to product demand/
output rather than hours worked 
– approaches include sales com-
missions or incentives and bonus or 
profi t sharing schemes”.

In other words, it wants a 
deregulated labour market, lower 
wages, with maximum fl exibility 
for employers, with employers deal-
ing directly with workers.

PC ideological push
In trying to defend his drive to 

deregulate the labour market, Banks 
attempted to deny the existence of 
the class struggle in the workplace.

“The industrial landscape today 
is considerably evolved from what 
it was a few decades ago and far 

removed from the dark satanic 
mills that nevertheless still seem 
to condition much thinking about 
workplace regulation”, he told the 
Economics Society.

In other words, the system is 
based on an outdated concept of 
a fundamental confl ict between 
labour and capital – class struggle 
– that requires workers to unite to 
match the power of the employer. 
Having denied the existence of the 
class struggle, the argument is that 
the protection afforded to trade 
unions is no longer required. They 
are a relic of the past, we are sup-
posed to believe.

The media and representa-
tives of big business have been 
pushing this line for some time. 
It has been reinforced by Labor’s 
workplace relations minister Bill 
Shorten. Claiming that individual 
workers can freely speak up in 
workplaces he told delegates at the 
recent ACTU Congress that, “we 
mustn’t let ourselves get fi tted up 
– that somehow we are the class 
warriors.”

“I do not subscribe to the view 
that the union movement would 

seek confl ict in the workplace, 
instead we would seek harmony, 
I believe. That is the Labor way” 
(See Guardian No 1549, 30-05-
2012) was Shorten’s response to the 
question of applying competition 
policy to labour relations. He said 
that a Labor government “will nev-
er support leaving the wages and 
conditions of Australian workers to 
the market alone”.

“The bottom line is that people 
are not products,” he said, acknowl-
edging that there is a human dimen-
sion to the labour market. “This 
does not mean that labour markets 
are not competitive, but that the 
labour market is not unfettered.”

But he also said that “you 
should have competition with 
labour markets.”

Shorten failed to rule out some 
form of application of competition 
policy.

Opposition leader Tony Abbott 
ducked direct comment: “Business 
and community groups have been 
saying for months that we’ve got 
a fl exibility problem, we’ve got a 
militancy problem.” This suggests 
he is sympathetic to Banks’ posi-
tion, to say the least.

Gary Banks is a pro-big busi-
ness, conservative economist with 
impeccable neo-liberal grooming at 
the World Bank, OECD and GATT 
(now the WTO). It is time the 
government sent him and his fel-
low neo-lib commissioners running 
back into the private sector where 
they belong. The PC should be 
disbanded and Sections 45 D & E 
repealed as originally promised by 
Labor when it came to offi ce in the 
mid-1980s. 

cubabrigade.org.au



3The Guardian
July 25 2012

Rudi Maxwell

The brutal and unprovoked assault 
by police officers in northern 
NSW on a young Aboriginal man, 
initiation of false charges against 
him and the offi cers’ subsequent 
lies under oath have led a NSW 
Magistrate to refer three offi cers 
to the Police Integrity Commission, 
and possibly to the Supreme Court 
to face contempt charges.

In his written decision handed 
down in Ballina Local Court, 
Magistrate David Heilpern said it was 
hard to imagine “a clearer example of 
bad faith than initiating proceedings 
on the basis of an allegation of an 
assault that simply did not occur”.

“Further, it is hard to imagine a 
clearer case of an improper investi-
gation … where what is said to have 
occurred simply did not,” he said.

When 22-year-old Dunghutti 
man Corey Barker set out for a few 
drinks with a mate, he had no idea 
his whole life would be turned upside 
down. Mr Barker and his friend 
were walking down Tamar Street in 
Ballina, northern NSW, when they 
saw a young couple arguing with 
police offi cers.

They believed the offi cers were 
being unnecessarily heavy-handed 
with the young woman so Mr Barker 
got out his mobile telephone to video 
the situation while his friend started 
arguing with the police.

Mr Barker threw a plastic bottle 
at his friend, then the police tackled 
both of them to the ground, arrested 
Mr Barker and took him to Ballina 
Police Station.

In the closed circuit TV (CCTV) 
videos from Ballina Police Station, 
viewed by the Koori Mail, fi ve offi c-
ers are seen moving Mr Barker from 
the dock to a holding cell, through 
a room (the BAS room). They bang 
Mr Barker’s head into a wall, smash 
him into a heavy machine and then 
force him to the ground, where they 
punch and kick him until they drag 
him down the hall.

“One cannot help but wince at 
this portion of the evidence, as it must 
be an extremely painful way of being 
transported,” Magistrate Heilpern said 
in his decision.

“The infl iction of such pain was 
also completely unnecessary.”

Mr Barker was unable to offer any 

resistance at any time as his hands 
were held behind his back by one of 
the offi cers.

He was then left, handcuffed, in 
the cell for more than 90 minutes, 
when he was transported to Lismore. 
Mr Barker’s mother says that at 
Lismore her son was refused access 
to a medical offi cer. When police 
initiated charges against Mr Barker 
they claimed that the CCTV footage 
was damaged.

On the fi rst day of the hearing, 
Senior Constable Hill told the court 
that Mr Barker had punched him in 
the nose, had evaded police, refused 
to comply with instructions and that 
police were forced to subdue him to 
stop him from fi ghting.

Mr Heilpern adjourned the case 
and sent away the video footage to see 
if it could be fi xed. It was repaired – 
but the police offi cers involved did 
not know that.

On the second day of the hearing, 
2 December 2011, Senior Constable 
Hill was recalled to the stand. “Rarely 
have I seen such a display, and 
never by a police offi cer,” Magistrate 
Heilpern writes in his judgment.

“Despite the DVD evidence and 
all of us being able to see it in court, 
the senior constable refused to accept 
that what was depicted was what had 
occurred. It was as though there were 
two parallel universes in court: the 
imaginary one of Senior Constable 
Hill and the real one that the rest of 
us – including the prosecutor – could 
see.”

Mr Barker’s mother Angelique 
Sines was at Ballina Court House for 
the decision last week. Her son has 
moved out of the area saying he has 
been traumatised by the false charges 
against him and the assault by police.

“Corey just wants a break,” Ms 
Sines said. “He had to have time off 
work and he just wants to get on with 
things. If it wasn’t for the footage, 
he’d be gone, in jail.

“On the night it happened I was 
so worried I actually apologised to 
my son’s abuser because he told me 
that my son had punched him. I’m 
not saying my son’s perfect, but he 
loves his family and he’s my boy. If 
the judge hadn’t ordered that video to 
be fi xed there’s no two ways about it, 
Corey would be in jail.

“How many other people have 
had similar things happen to them?”

After brutalising Mr Barker, 
police charged him with seven 
offences, which meant that once he 
was released on bail, he had to report 
to Ballina Police Station – the scene 
of the attack – three times a week.

On the night Mr Barker was 
arrested Ms Sines went to Ballina 
Police Station to identify her son, who 
had given police his brother’s name.

She was outside the station at 
the time of police assaulting her son, 
listening to him screaming for help.

“You don’t do that to an animal,” 
she said. “Our whole family has been 
affected. I just hope those offi cers now 
have to squirm, wondering what’s 
going to happen to them, like Corey 
had to wonder for 14 months if he 
was going to jail.”

Summing up the evidence of 
the fi rst three days of the hearing, 
Magistrate Heilpern wrote: “We have 
four police offi cers giving evidence 
that the defendant would not put his 
hands behind him in the dock, that 
he punched Senior Constable Hill 
in the nose in or on the way into the 
BAS room and that he was given the 
opportunity to get up before being 
dragged with his handcuffed hands 
behind his back into the cell … not 
one of those things occurred.

“Senior Constable Eckersley 
kicked him in or toward the face and 
tried to stomp on his hands. Senior 
Constable Mewing ‘gave him’ a 
knee-strike.

“Neither Senior Constable 
Eckersley nor Senior Constable 
Mewing happened to note in their 
statements that they had kicked or 
kneed the defendant.

“Constable Walmsley lied about 
whom he spoke to on December 2, 
2011 and Senior Constable Hill gave 
him a handy tip that the tape had been 
recovered.

“It is indeed fortunate that the 
video could be recovered. Without it, 
this grave injustice would in all likeli-
hood have never come to light. This is 
particularly (relevant) as the defendant 
was subject to a suspended sentence 
at the time of this allegation.”

Regarding Constable Walmsley, 
Magistrate Heilpern wrote: “I am 
satisfi ed on balance that the offi cer 
has lied on oath about this issue in 
an effort to mislead the court and 
attempt to ensure it was not aware 
of witness collusion.

“It is of course a serious matter 
where a witness who has completed 
his evidence gives some tips to a 
witness who has not, and also may 

be an attempt to pervert the course 
of justice.”

Of Senior Constable Mewing’s 
evidence, Mr Heilpern wrote: “There 
is no other way of interpreting this 
passage but as an admission of police 
brutality.”

Mr Barker’s solicitor Vince Boss 
said his client was considering his 
options regarding instigating legal 
action.

“Members of the community 
should feel confi dent that there is 
zero tolerance for thugs in uniform 
and also zero tolerance for people 
collaborating with and covering for 
thugs in uniform,” he said.

Senior Constable Hill, Senior 
Constable Eckersley and Constable 
Walmsley have been put on restricted 
duties, pending the outcome of 
investigations.

All charges against Mr Barker 
have been withdrawn or dismissed, 
with costs of $30,864.31 awarded to 
his solicitor, to be paid by the police.

The magistrate referred the 
judgement to the Police Integrity 
Commission and adjourned the matter 
until August 9, when he will decide 
whether to refer an allegation of 
contempt to the NSW Supreme Court.
Koori Mail 
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Pete’s Corner

Ballina Police Station where Aboriginal man Corey Barker was bashed by police.

Police brutality exposed by case
Magistrate fi nds cops committed assault, lied under oath

Sydney Hiroshima Day
March & Rally 2012 

Sunday, 5 August 2012, Hyde Park North, Sydney

Rally 12pm 
Colonel Valery Yarynich – retired Russian Colonel 

MP Jamie Parker – NSW Greens uranium spokesperson 

Rita Mallia – NSW President, Construction Forestry Mining Energy Union 

Denis Doherty – Anti Bases Campaign 

Chair: Radhika Raju (CFMEU) & 
Miko Nakamura (311 campaign for nuclear free) 

Performance: Japanese vibrant energetic Soran & 
Taiko dancers & music by the amazingly talented Debbie Tennant.

FORUM
Monday, 6 August 2012 6pm for 6:30 start to 8pm

Teachers’ Federation at 23 - 33 Mary Street, Surry Hills

Paul Ham – author of “Hiroshima and Nagasaki” 

Valery Yarynich – Retired Russian Colonel

John Hallam – People of Nuclear Disarmament

Refreshments with be provided from 6pm.

Entry by donation
Hiroshima Day Sydney Ph 0418 290 663

Photo: Koori Mail
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Bob Briton

Ford’s announcement of 440 sack-
ings from its Broadmeadows and 
Geelong plants confi rms a dismal 
trend. It joins Holden and Toyota 
in scaling back its Australian 
operations despite receiving large 
piles of assistance from Australian 
governments and, to a lesser extent, 
their transnational headquarters. 
The decision was sprung on 
Ford’s workforce and unions are 
scrambling to ensure that job losses 
are achieved through genuine, 
voluntary redundancies.

There are no silver linings in the 
announcement. Everybody expects 
savage knock-on effects through the 
supply chain feeding the Ford plants, 
especially when the Falcon model 
disappears in 2016. The example of 
the Mitsubishi’s closure in Adelaide 
in 2008 is still fresh in people’s 
minds. That event left an enormous 
gap in the job market in the city’s 
southern suburbs that is yet to be 
fi lled. Government programs failed 
spectacularly to turn the situation 
around.

The Mitsubishi closure provoked 
an angry response at the offi cial 
level. The then state premier, Mike 
Rann, bellowed in the media about 
getting taxpayer handouts back from 
the carmaker. He never did. Ford’s 
recent announcement, on the other 
hand, has been met with resignation. 
Prime Minister Gillard accepts it and 
said it would have been much worse 
without the injection of taxpayer 
dollars in recent months.

ACTU secretary Dave Oliver 

made an appeal for renewed support 
for the industry last week:

“Consumers, business and gov-
ernment need to back the Australian 
car industry. Australians support 
government co-investment to ensure 
manufacturing is sustainable, but 
more assistance could come from 
government and corporate fleet 
procurement of locally made cars 
to support the domestic industry,” 
he said.

“Manufacturing employs a mil-
lion people in Australia. It is essential 
Australia continues to have a sus-
tainable and diverse economy with 
an innovative manufacturing sector 
playing its part.”

Mr Oliver also said employers 
should act responsibly and not axe 
jobs where other options existed.

Unfortunately for advocates of 
such an approach, decades of com-
mitment to the rules of capitalist 
globalisation have seen tariffs and 
other forms of preferential trea tment 
of local manufacturers drastically 
reduced or scrapped. Corporations 
feel less constrained by national 
government policy than in previous 
decades. 

The federal government’s eco-
nomic “vision” is fi xed on the rapid 
development of the resource sector 
at the cost of manufacturing. While 
the heads of car manufacturing will 
say nice things to visiting state pre-
miers from Australia from time to 
time, there is no real obstacle to their 
relocating operations to low wage 
centres overseas. “Co-investment” 
might buy a brief reprieve but it is 
not going to prevent it.

If Australian governments are 
truly committed to maintaining the 
jobs of the one million Australians 
employed in manufacturing, they will 
need to get much more hands-on with 
the car industry. 

Conversion of current plant, re-
tooling for the production of public 
transport vehicles and infrastructure, 
for example, must be examined. The 
car making transnationals won’t do 
this. It will require public ownership 
and control. 

The present federal government 
won’t take the necessary initiatives 
without enormous pressure from 
the community and the trade union 
movement in particular. 

Ford sackings underscore 
need for change

Happier times – in 2009 Ford’s Broadmeadows Assembly Plant celebrate their 50th anniversary.

Lend Lease workers strike
As The Guardian went to press 
members of the Construction 
Division of the CFMEU working 
for Lend Lease around the country 
were preparing to strike for 48 
hours with further action likely. 
The action follows a breakdown in 
negotiations for a new Enterprise 
Bargaining Agreement.

The main points of disagree-
ment in the dispute relate to a range 
of issues. They are:
• The date of operation of 

increases

• The implementation of the 
Employee Share Acquisition Plan

• Security of employment clauses 
• Site allowances in the ACT, NSW 

and QLD
• Use of electronic site access cards
• Payment of crane crew rates
• Inclusion of WA in the Agreement

“The CFMEU continues to 
negotiate with Lend Lease on the 
agreement,” said Construction 
National Secretary Dave Noonan.

“However, our members are 
prepared for a long hard battle 

with Lend Lease to secure a decent 
national EBA. That ought to be 
understood by the industry and 
Lend Lease’s clients who want to 
see their buildings fi nished in a 
timely way.

“The company’s position on 
delaying increases and the other 
issues is not acceptable to our 
members. They are prepared to 
fi ght hard to ensure Lend Lease 
come up with a better deal,” Mr 
Noonan said. 

Darrell Lea’s future
One hundred and sixty manufac-
turing jobs are still hanging in the 
balance at confectionery manu-
facturer Darrell Lea. However 
the Australian Manufacturing 
Workers’ Union (AMWU) is 
hopeful a future can be found for 
workers and the company.

The Sydney-based company 
entered administration last week. 
Workers were given no warning of 
its fi nancial peril. AMWU mem-
ber Christine Bailey said the news 
came as a shock.

“We were all asked to meet in 
the canteen at 10.15 and we thought 
what’s going on? And when we 
got there, there were a lot of admin 
people there and we thought oh 
that’s very strange because normal-
ly they don’t come to our meetings.

“People were just dumbstruck, 
absolutely dumbstruck. They didn’t 
know how to handle it. I saw one 
girl from admin, she was crying.”

AMWU NSW Food and 
Confectionery Division secretary, 
Bruce O’Keefe, said the union and 
workers had since been updated 
about Darrell Lea’s fi nancial situ-
ation and were preparing to meet 
with administrators.

“We’re looking forward to get-
ting a clearer picture from PPB 
(company administrators). At this 
stage we understand there have been 
a number of formal and informal 
offers made to buy the company.

“Ideally any new owner would 
not break up the company but 
would retain all of the jobs in 
manufacturing. It would ensure this 
important side of the business is 
protected.”

Mr O’Keefe said the union 
was still unclear as to whether the 
company would be able to pay all 
the workers’ entitlements but it was 
a positive sign that production was 
continuing.

“Although they are concerned 
about their future, it’s business as 
usual for our members, they’re 
continuing on the production fl oor. 
What we’re looking for from the 
administrators and potential buyers 
is a bit of that in return. A commit-
ment to keep jobs and maintain this 
proud and loyal workforce.”

Mr O’Keefe also reported that 
since the company had entered 
administration, Australians had 
showed their support in mass for 
the Darrell Lea brand. 

1998 all over again 
at Patrick’s Port Botany
Patrick’s management has resorted 
to its mean and tricky ways of 1998 
with last week’s shock announce-
ment that it will sack more than 
half its Port Botany workforce in 
Sydney.

The company has announced that 
270 of its 511-strong Port Botany 
waterfront workforce will be made 
redundant by mid-2014 and replaced 
with automated technology.

Maritime Union of Australia 
deputy national secretary, Mick 
Doleman, said the move is ideologi-
cally motivated and will decimate the 
workforce, while failing to deliver any 
benefi ts for shareholders and clients.

“This is an extraordinary sleight 
of hand tactic by Patrick’s manage-
ment following a protracted 20-month 

wage negotiation that was only 
resolved recently.

“The use of Autostrad technology 
was never discussed in these negotia-
tions. In fact, we were given explicit 
guarantees that all straddles would be 
fully manned.

“The technology Patrick is 
introducing is unproductive and very 
expensive. This will not lift produc-
tivity, and will become a millstone 
around shareholders’ necks.

“In Brisbane, where this technol-
ogy is used, target box rates in the 
EBA are lower than elsewhere in the 
country.

“This proves that this move is 
about ideology, not productivity. 
Patrick shareholders should be out-
raged at this move.” 

For more info: cpa@cpa.org.au 
or www.cpa.org.au/whats-on
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Last week the federal government 
released a “green paper”, a discus-
sion document that foreshadows 
the proposed National Food Plan. 
The initiative is welcome and 
timely. The problems that face 
Australia and other nations in 
producing enough food to feed the 
world’s population are very grave.

Those problems include long 
periods of drought or wet weather, 
extreme weather events, rising sea 
levels that will engulf productive 
agricultural areas, and the diversion 
of agricultural resources to produce 
biofuels. Pollution of the land, sea 
and atmosphere continues unabated, 
and the seas are gradually being 
stripped bare by massive long-line 
fi shing craft.

In Australia coal seam gas and 
coal mining now pose a huge threat to 
Australian agriculture. Our fresh water 
reserves are diminishing. Vast areas 
of land have been rendered barren 
because of inappropriate agricultural 
practices. Our major river system is 
slowly dying. Urban and industrial 
development is encroaching on arable 
lands, and young people are abandon-
ing rural life.

The stated aim of the Plan is to 
ensure Australia has “a sustainable, 
globally competitive, resilient food 
supply, supporting access to nutritious 
and affordable food.”

The green paper declares that the 
government intends to:
• Support the global 

competitiveness and productivity 
growth of the food supply chain, 
including through research, 
science and innovation.

• Reduce barriers (that) food 
businesses face in accessing 
international and domestic 
markets.

• Contribute to economic 
prosperity, employment and 
community wellbeing in regional 
Australia.

• Identify and mitigate risks 
to Australia’s potential food 
security.

• Maintain and improve the natural 
resource base underpinning food 
production in Australia.

• Reduce barriers to a safe 

and nutritious food supply 
that responds to the evolving 
preferences and needs of all 
Australians and supports 
population health.

• Contribute to global food 
security.

This summary obviously lays a 
heavy emphasis on food production 
as a matter of business and market-
ing. That’s a major problem in itself. 
The world of business is motivated 
by infi nite greed, not by rational 
decision making based on humane 
considerations.

The green paper nominates a 
number of factors infl uencing our 
food production, including world 
population growth, changing food 
preferences, differing economic 
growth rates, climate change, natu-
ral resource limitations, and health 
issues.

Despite these challenges, it con-
cludes that Australia has a strong, 
safe and stable food system, that our 
people enjoy high levels of food secu-
rity, and that we “have the capacity to 
increase food production in response 
to market signals”.

These comforting reassurances 
are highly questionable. In his book 
The Weather Makers scientist Tim 
Flannery noted that the areas of 
southern Western Australia given 
over to agriculture have actually been 
shrinking as a result of salinity and a 
30 percent decrease in rainfall over 
the past 40 years.

The green paper’s statement that 
“Australia currently produces far 
more food than it consumes” is also 
misleading. It’s certainly true that 
Australians don’t consume all the 
food the nation produces. However, 
we also consume imported food. 
Conservative MP Bob Katter said, 
“Within four years this country will 
not be able to feed itself. We will be 
a net importer of food.”

That’s not to say that we neces-
sarily produce less than we require 
to feed ourselves, nor does it mean 
that we could not produce more, even 
though we may be approaching our 
limit, as Flannery suggests. As the 
green paper mentions, some of the 
food we produce is wasted. Moreover, 
some our best agricultural land is used 
for non-agricultural purposes and the 

popularity of agriculture as a career 
is falling.

However, rectifi cation of those 
problems depends on the willing-
ness of our governments to tackle 
the major issues involved. And if the 
green paper is any guide, that’s the 
most questionable thing of all.

Setting the alarm bells 
ringing

The green paper contains sug-
gestions that deserve support. For 
example, it emphasises the need for 
more research and development in 
food production, and endorses the 
need for non-profi t food stores in 
remote areas of the Northern Territory 
and other areas.

That idea would meet a warm 
welcome in the rest of the nation, 
where as the green paper coyly 
notes, two major corporations “have 
signifi cant market power”. (Coles and 
Woolworths actually control about 70 
percent of the retail food industry).

The green paper also highlights 
the need to make provision for pos-
sible food shortages in certain regions 
of Australia, particularly during 
emergencies. It draws attention to 
unhealthy foods and the poor diet of 
many Australians, but does not lay 
the blame specifi cally on fast foods.

Despite its positive aspects, the 
green paper’s neo-liberal focus on 
marketing our produce overseas, par-
ticularly to the rising middle class in 
Asia, results in a strategy of “anything 
goes” which is expressed in a number 
of alarming proposals and statements.

Many of these relate to the 
environment. The international 
community faces the challenge of 
producing enough food and ensuring 
that everyone can afford it, but also of 
doing so without ruining the planet.

Nevertheless, the green paper 
places little emphasis on tackling the 
major environmental problems we 
face. For example, it does not accept 
that there is a necessary contradiction 
between agriculture and the rapacious 
mining industry.

In patronising tones it acknowl-
edges that there are community con-
cerns about coal and gas mining, but 
it declares enthusiastically that the 
government “is confi dent that mining 

and farmland can coexist without 
affecting Australia’s food capacity”.

The government, it says, “rec-
ognises that land use policy is a 
signifi cant policy issue that must 
be considered carefully”, but that 
coal seam gas mining is only likely 
to affect one percent of Australia’s 
agricultural land.

The answer, it seems, lies in the 
taxpayer pumping funds into research 
and development, to make sure eve-
rything goes okay. The green paper 
announces proudly that the govern-
ment has “committed $200 million 
to support the management of the 
potential impacts of coal seam gas 
and large coal mining developments 
on water resources”.

It also reveals that the government 
wants to replace the 1908 Quarantine 
Act with “new biosecurity legislation 
that refl ects the shared responsibility 
for quarantine between governments, 
industry and the public”, and wants 
to review the Imported Food Control 
Act 1992 and the Export Control 
Act 1982.

Its recommended approach, which 
involves satisfying international trade 
obligations and “managing risks” has 
already resulted in the dumping of 
quarantine restrictions on the import 
of apples, and Australian orchards are 
now threatened by imported diseases 
such as fi re blight.

The draft Plan also canvasses the 
development of “a national strategy on 
the consistent application of modern 
biotechnology (including genetically-
modifi ed crops)”. Apart from wide-
spread concerns about the potential 
threat to public health, this proposal 
threatens Australia’s trading advantage 
as a genetically-free exporter.

The green paper fails to tackle 
other crucial issues, for example the 
cultivation of water-guzzling crops 
such as cotton and rice, which are 
inappropriate for our dry climate, and 
which divert much-needed surface 
water from fruit and vegetable crops.

When dealing with trade it has 
nothing to say about the food barter-
ing system which some developing 
nations have undertaken, and which 
avoids them having to cope with the 
fl uctuating value of the international 
currency standard, the US dollar.

It places insuffi cient emphasis 

on our obligation to help developing 
nations feed their people and fulfi l 
their national potential. It sees food 
shortages in developing countries 
primarily as a market opportunity. It 
notes: “Measures to improve global 
food security contribute to social and 
political stability, and facilitate global 
economic growth. It is therefore in 
Australia’s national interest to help 
improve global food security.”

Off to a very bad start
The government should be con-

gratulated for undertaking a national 
food plan, which is sorely needed. 
However, as a fi rst step along that 
road the green paper deserves 
rejection.

It treats the market as a cure-all 
for inadequate or inappropriate food 
production. It also fails to deal with 
the question of overseas ownership of 
agricultural enterprises in Australia.

It notes that the government wants 
to ensure that foreign investments “are 
not contrary to the national interest”, 
but says nothing about how, or under 
what circumstances, this occurs.

On the contrary, it warns sternly 
that “Any reduction in foreign invest-
ment in the agricultural sector would 
likely result in lower food production 
with potentially higher food prices, 
lower employment, lower incomes 
in the sector and lower government 
revenue.”

It also fails with regard to envi-
ronmental issues. Signifi cantly, the 
word “environment” does not appear 
in its introductory summary of the 
government’s intentions. Instead, it 
refers to “the natural resource base 
underpinning food production”.

Public concerns about improving 
the environment are not treated as 
praiseworthy, but as obstacles to the 
development of the agricultural sec-
tor. Description of the document as 
a “green” paper is a gross misnomer.

The government has called for 
submissions regarding the green 
paper. That in itself is creditable, 
but the government would be well 
advised to dump many sections of 
the so-called “green paper”, sack its 
economic-rationalist advisers, and 
rewrite the document.
For more info visit
daff.gov.au/nationalfoodplan 

Food plan green paper 
gets red light

Afternoon Tea and Raffl e. 
Entry $20– bookings preferred. Families $40
All proceeds go to projects in Cuba
Bookings and Enquiries: Joan 9857 9249

Melbourne
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Finian Cunningham

The London Olympics are fast taking on the 
appearance and tone of a full-scale land, sea 
and air military operation rather than an 
international sporting event. With surface-
to-air missiles stationed on top of residential 
apartment blocks, Royal Navy battleships 
on alert and Royal Air Force fi ghter jets 
and helicopters patrolling the skies over 
Britain’s capital, there is a foreboding sense 
of a nation at war instead of an occasion of 
internationalist fraternity that the ancient 
Games are supposed to embody.

The latest development is the announce-
ment by Britain’s Ministry of Defence that 
3,500 extra troops are to be deployed to ensure 
security at the 30 venues hosting sporting 
events. This is in addition to the 13,500 military 
personnel already assigned to protect members 
of the public and sports teams from the risk 
of terrorist attack.

British General Sir Nick Parker, overseeing 
the security arrangements, has said that one of 
the contingencies being planned for is dealing 
with a “9/11 type event”.

The total troop deployment in and around 
London represents 7,000 more personnel than is 
currently on British operations in Afghanistan. 

This fi gure is in addition to the 10,000 extra 
police offi cers and a division of 10,000 private 
security guards. It was the disclosure that G45, 
the private security fi rm with the Olympics 
contract, could not fulfi l its manpower require-
ments to cover the Games that prompted the 
latest enlisting of additional soldiers.

The militarisation of the Olympics was 
conveyed inadvertently by a spokesman for the 
Ministry of Defence when he said: “Many of the 
people whom the public will meet at the point 
of entry to any Olympic event will now be a 
serving member of the armed forces.”

Boris Johnson, the maverick Mayor of 
London, said in a statement: “The mayor takes 
the issue of Olympics security extremely seri-
ously, and having the fi nest and bravest service 
men and woman in the world at our disposal 
during the Games should be a source of great 
comfort.”

The Royal Navy’s largest battleship, HMS 
Ocean, will be moored on the Thames at 
Greenwich, providing a logistical command 
centre during the event. It will also provide a 
base for Lynx helicopters manned with snipers 
to make round-the-clock sorties over the capital.

Royal Marines on patrol boats and infl atable 
dinghies are also assigned on the iconic river 
that snakes its way through London’s historic 
landmarks. 

The RAF will also be patrolling the skies 
over the capital with Puma helicopters and 
Typhoon fi ghter jets operating out of RAF 
Northolt in West London and Ilford in East 
London.

But the most controversial deployment 
has been the installation of surface-to-air mis-
sile batteries on residential apartment blocks 
in the impoverished, rundown East End of 
London. Residents lost a court battle to pre-
vent the Rapier SAM batteries being installed.
The mainly working-class local communities 
objected to the militarisation of their neigh-
bourhoods. They also questioned the safety for 
residents in the event of the weapons being used 
to bring down aircraft suspected of carrying 
out terror attacks. One local man said: “What’s 
going to happen if our houses get showered 
with debris?”

Cost
The military invasion of poor neigh-

bourhoods for the four-week duration of the 
Olympics has served to rankle already ill feeling 
towards the colossal spectacle. East London are-
as such as Tower Hamlets and Waltham Forest 
lie in the shadow of some of the purpose-built 
venues. The staging of the Olympics, including 
the massive security operation, is reckoned to 
come to a total cost between US$20 and US$40 
billion, much of which will be footed by the tax-
payer. This is at time of swingeing austerity cuts 
by the British government amounting to a total 
of US$140 billion axed from public spending. 

Socially deprived communities in London’s 
East End have borne the brunt of government 
cutbacks required to balance Treasury books 
thrown into disarray from lavishing billions of 
dollars on bailing out corrupt private banks.

With unemployment and deprivation being 
felt keenly in areas like London’s East End, 
not many of the residents there will be able 
to afford the admission to the Olympics, with 
tickets fetching as much as US$3,000.

Given the juxtaposition of this glitzy event 
and its garish corporate sponsorship alongside 
the sprawling grim poverty for many Londoners 
– amid the backdrop of full-scale military opera-
tions and surveillance – there is an eerie sense 
of George Orwell’s dystopian novel 1984.

Police state
Orwell’s classic story of an authoritarian 

police state was set mainly in London, which 
had become the capital of Airstrip One, a 
province of the American super-state, Oceania. 
The impoverished majority of the populace, the 
“proles”, had to content themselves with seedy 
pubs and the faint hope of winning a weekly 
lottery, while the “inner circle” lorded over the 
masses. The proles were kept in their place of 
servitude by emergency powers and a permanent 
state of war. There is also more than a suspicion 
in Orwell’s 1984 that the supposed state of war 
and incoming attacks from anonymous enemies 
were a contrivance by the elite to instil fear in 
the masses.

With the British government’s lead par-
ticipation in America’s “global war on terror” 
(commonly referred to as GWOT) and evidence 
that British intelligence colluded in the so-called 
77 London underground terror bombings in 
2005, Orwell’s 1984 looks increasingly like 
life imitating art.

The novel was published in 1949, one 
year after the last Olympics were staged in 
London. Those Games were held in the after-
math of World War II when much of London’s 
skyline would have still shown the devasta-
tion of the German Luftwaffe’s Blitzkrieg.
In 2012, London will also resemble a war zone, 
owing to the spurious “war on terror” that the 
British government and its American allies 
have embarked on in the pursuit of domestic 
and foreign dominance.
globalresearch.ca  Security in London for the Olympics.

London’s militarised Olympics 
conjure up Orwell’s 1984

Ben Schiener

The familiar menace of US war drums have 
resumed at a fevered pitch, as Iran fi nds 
itself once again fi rmly within the Pentagon’s 
cross hairs. According to multiple reports, 
the US is currently in the midst of a massive 
military build-up in the Persian Gulf on a 
scale not seen in the region since prior to 
the 2003 US invasion of Iraq. The military 
surge reportedly includes an infl ux of air and 
naval forces, ground troops, and even sea 
drones. Lest one forgets, the US already has 
two aircraft carriers and their accompanying 
striker groups in the region.

A growing sense of Iran war fever can 
also be seen mounting in Washington. For 
instance, in an effort to foil ongoing nuclear 
negotiations between Iran and the so-called 
P5+1 (the fi ve permanent members of the UN 
Security Council plus Germany), a bipartisan 
group of 44 US Senators recently sent a letter 
to President Obama urging the administration 
to “focus on signifi cantly increasing the pres-
sure on the Iranian government through sanc-
tions and making clear that a credible military 
option exists.”

Such hawkish posturing occurs despite 
the fact that the US intelligence community 
(as well as the Israeli intelligence commu-
nity, for that matter) fi nds no evidence that 
Iran has decided to pursue a nuclear weapon 
– the ostensible reason behind Western sanc-
tions and threats of attack. Moreover, as an 
April Pentagon report states, Iran’s military 

doctrine remains one of self-defence, com-
mitted to “slow an invasion” and “force a 
diplomatic solution to hostilities.” (Compare 
this to the US military doctrine rife with 
notions of global “power projection” and one 
sees where the credible threat lies.)

The nuclear issue, though, is but a pre-
text used to veil US imperial designs in the 
region. As a senior US Defence Department 
offi cial recently let slip to the New York 
Times: “This is not only about Iranian nuclear 
ambitions, but about Iran’s regional hegem-
onic ambitions.” In other words, it is about 
removing one of the last irritants to US power 
projection in the resource-rich Middle East.

Of course, Iran already fi nds itself under 
siege from a lethal trifecta comprised of 
US-led cyber attacks, Israeli-led assassina-
tions, and oppressive Western economic 
sanctions. The latter of which has left ordi-
nary Iranians to confront a toxic mix of 
ballooning infl ation and rampant unemploy-
ment. In short, as Conn Hallinan writes at 
CounterPunch, the West is “already at war 
with Iran.”

The question, then, is just how far 
this “war by other means” shall ultimately 
escalate?

Towards a dangerous 
escalation

Although punitive economic sanctions are 
frequently sold as an alternative to war, his-
tory is replete with evidence to the contrary. 

In the end, sanctions are often but a prelude 
to military hostilities. (One only needs to 
cross over to Iraq and look at the history of 
Western sanctions and eventual US invasion.)

In fact, a recent report in the New York 
Times warned of much the same. The current 
round of Western economic penalties imposed 
on Iran, the paper wrote, “represent one of 
the boldest uses of oil sanctions as a tool of 
coercion since the United States cut off oil 
exports to Japan in 1940. That experiment did 
not end well: The Japanese decided to strike 
before they were weakened.”

But much like the attempted torpedo-
ing of Japan’s economy prior to the Second 
World War, the current attempt to bring Iran 
to its knees via economic sanctions may 
very well be designed to draw an attack 
from Iran – thus creating a justifi cation for a 
full-fl edged US military campaign to impose 
“regime change.”

And much the same as in the 1940s, a 
global crisis of capitalism greases our current 
path to war. After all, war enables the forcible 
opening of new markets, along with bounties 
galore to be wrought via “creative destruc-
tion”; both of which are desperately needed 
for the sustenance of an imperilled economic 
system predicated on limitless growth and 
expansion. Indeed, this enduring allure of war 
has already reared its ugly head amidst the 
current crisis.

The colonial smash-and-grab that was 
the 2011 NATO intervention into Libya, as 
Alexander Cockburn has deemed it, was our 

fi rst evidence that Western elites have set-
tled on war as a means to resolve the current 
intractable capitalist crisis. But the spoils 
from Libya have proven to be insuffi cient to 
revive growth stymied since the onset of the 
2008 fi nancial crisis.

A heavily sanctioned Iran, on the other 
hand, boasts a GDP over fi ve times larger 
than pre-“liberated” Libya, while also sitting 
atop the world’s third largest oil reserves 
and the second largest natural gas reserves. 
A defeated and placated Iran able to be 
enveloped more fully into the US-dominated 
capitalist system thus holds great potential for 
global capitalism’s needed regeneration. Of 
course, in seizing control over Iran’s energy 
resources, the US and its allies would also 
come to possess a monopoly over the Middle 
East’s energy resources – a strategic key in 
any future confl ict with rivals Russia and 
China.

And so it is that under the imperative 
of renewing global capitalism that the US 
swiftly amasses its military hardware to 
the Persian Gulf under to cloak of combat-
ing nuclear proliferation. The accompany-
ing talk of military hostilities and of using 
“all options” against Tehran by elites in 
Washington thus ought not to be taken as idle 
threats.

Clearly, we stand at the very precipice of 
outright war. 
globalresearch.ca 

Massive military build-up in the Persian 
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Gulf

A Day in the Life of an Afghan

Bomb me humanely

Terrorise me with democracy
McDonaldise me, when I
Hunger

Destroy my country
To save it!!!

The old stench of fascism
Is being blown away
By the
New stench of fascism

Uncontrolled B52 joy
Flights
That sweet, heavy, steel rain

This is nothing
Compared to the
Destruction

The vultures from the
World Bank
& the heroin Mafia
Will unleash

As soon as the liberators
Stop killing me…

Trevor Thomas
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John Pilger

This is a story of two letters and 
two Britains. The fi rst letter was 
written by Sebastian Coe, the 
former athlete who chairs the 
London Olympics Organising 
Committee. He is now called 
Lord Coe. In the New Statesman 
of June 21, I reported an urgent 
appeal to Coe by the Vietnam 
Women’s Union that he and his 
IOC colleagues reconsider their 
decision to accept sponsorship 
from Dow Chemical, one of the 
companies that manufactured 
dioxin, a poison used against the 
population of Vietnam. Code-
named Agent Orange, this weapon 
of mass destruction was “dumped” 
on Vietnam, according to a US 
Senate report in 1970, in what 
was called Operation Hades. The 
letter to Coe estimates that today 
4.8 million victims of Agent Orange 
are children, all of them shockingly 
deformed.

In his reply, Coe describes Agent 
Orange as “a highly emotional 
issue” whose development and use 
“was made by the US government 
[which] has rightly led the process of 
addressing the many issues that have 
resulted”. He refers to a “construc-
tive dialogue” between the US and 
Vietnamese governments “to resolve 
issues”.

They are “best placed to man-
age the reconciliation of these two 
countries.” When I read this, I was 
reminded of the weasel letters that 
are a specialty of the Foreign Offi ce 
in London in denying the evidence of 
crimes of state and corporate power, 
such as the lucrative export of terri-
ble weapons. The former Iraq Desk 
Offi cer, Mark Higson, called this 
sophistry “a culture of lying”.

I sent Coe’s letter to a number 
of authorities on Agent Orange. The 
reactions were unerring. “There has 

been no initiative at all by the US 
government to address the health and 
economic effects on the people of 
Vietnam affected by dioxin,” wrote 
the respected US attorney Constantine 
Kokkoris, who led an action against 
Dow Chemical.

He noted that “manufacturers like 
Dow were aware of the presence and 
harmfulness of dioxin in their product 
but failed to inform the government 
in an effort to avoid regulation.” 
According to the War Legacies 
League, none of the health, envi-
ronmental and economic problems 
caused by the world’s most enduring 
chemical warfare has been addressed 
by the US. Non-government agencies 
have helped “only a small number 
of those in need”. A “clean up” in a 
“dioxin hot spot” in the city of Da 
Nang, to which Coe refers, is a sham; 
none of the money allocated by the 
US Congress has gone directly to the 
Vietnamese or has reached those most 
severely disabled from the cancers 
associated with Agent Orange.

For this reason, Coe’s mention 
of “reconciliation” is profane, as if 
there were an equivalence between an 
invading superpower and its victims. 
His letter exemplifi es the London 
Olympics’ razor-wired, PR and 
money-fuelled totalitarian state within 
a state, which you enter, appropriately, 
through a Westfi eld mega shopping 
mall. How dare you complain about 
the missiles on the roof of your fl ats, 
hectored a magistrate to 86 residents 
of London’s East End.

How dare any of you protest 
at the “Zil car lanes”, reminiscent 
of Moscow in the Soviet era, for 
Olympic apparatchiks and the boys 
from Dow and Coke. With the media 
in charge of Olympics excitement, as 
it was for ‘Shock and Awe’ in Iraq in 
2003, now enter the man who played 
a starring role in making both spec-
tacles possible.

On July 11, a so-called Olympics 

evening – “a coming together of the 
Labour tribe”, declared the Labour 
Party leader Ed Milliband – cel-
ebrated its “star guest” Tony Blair 
and his 2005 “gift” of the Games and 
“provided the perfect opportunity for 
Blair’s return to frontline politics”, 
reported the UK Guardian. The 
organiser of this contrivance was 
Alistair Campbell, chief spinner of 
the bloodbath Blair and he gifted 
to the Iraqi people. And just as the 
victims of Dow Chemical are of no 
interest to the Olympic elite, so the 
epic criminality of Labour’s star guest 
was unmentionable.

The source of the Olympics’ cha-
otic security is also unmentionable. 
As established studies in Britain have 
long conceded, it was the invasions 
of Afghanistan and Iraq and the rest 
of the “war on terror” that served to 
recruit new jihadists and bolster other 
forms of resistance that led directly to 
the London bombs of 7/7. These were 
Blair’s bombs. In his current reha-
bilitation, courtesy of his Olympics 
“legacy”, there is the additional spin 
that Blair’s huge post-Downing Street 
wealth is concentrated on charities.

The second letter I mentioned 
was sent to me by Josh Richards who 
lives in Bristol. In March 2003, Josh 
and four others set out to disable an 
American B-52 bomber based at RAF 
Fairford, Gloucestershire, before it 
could bomb Iraq. So did four other 
people. It was a non-violent action 
faithful to the Nuremberg principles 
that a war of aggression was the 
“paramount war crime”. 

Josh was arrested and charged 
with planning to lay explosives. 
“This was based on the ludicrous 
idea,” he wrote, “that some peanut 
butter I had on me was actually a 
bomb component. The charge was 
later abandoned after the Ministry of 
Defence performed extensive tests on 
my Tesco crunchy nut peanut butter.”

During two trials and two hung 

juries, Josh was fi nally acquitted. It 
was a landmark case in which he 
spoke in open court about the geno-
cidal embargo imposed upon Iraq by 
the British and US governments prior 
to their invasion and the false justi-
fi cations of the “war on terror”. His 
acquittal meant that he had acted in 
the name of the law and his intention 
had been to save lives.

The letter Josh wrote to me 
included a copy of my book, The 
New Rulers of the World, which, 
he pointed out, had provided him 
with the facts he needed for his 

defence. Meticulously page-marked 
and highlighted, it had accompanied 
Josh on a three-year journey through 
courtrooms and prison cells. Of all 
the letters I have received, Josh’s 
epitomises a decency, modesty and 
determination of moral purpose that 
represent another Britain and antidotes 
to poisonous Olympic sponsors and 
rehabilitated warmongers. During 
these extraordinary times, such an 
example ought to give others heart 
and inspiration to reclaim this reced-
ing democracy.
Information Clearing House 

Olympic deals and 
the glimpse of another Britain

For those in Sydney see the advertisement on page 11 for the Agent Orange 
Justice Exhibit.

The attempted US siege 
of Bolivia
Patricio Montesinos

The exacerbation of internal social 
disputes, tense relations between 
the governments of Santiago de 
Chile and La Paz in the context 
of their maritime disagreement, 
and press revelations as to US 
bases possibly being installed 
on the Paraguayan border with 
Bolivia are all evidence of a clear 
Washington plan to besiege this 
nation.

Recent events related to Bolivia 
demonstrate that the US govern-
ment is plotting the overthrow of 
President Evo Morales, with the 
aim of derailing the process of inte-
gration underway in Latin America, 
which is contrary to the empire’s 
hegemonic interests, in the wake 
of the recent coup d’état against 
Paraguayan President Fernando 
Lugo.

The United States believes that 
Bolivia could now be the weakest 
link in the chain currently linking 
a signifi cant group of countries 
immersed in revolutionary proc-
esses and the defence of sover-
eignty and independence, and in 
which nobody wants a repeat of 

Washington’s former domination in 
the region.

Political analysts are saying that 
in this new perverse plot, the US 
government has the backing of the 
right-wing government in Chile, 
which has adopted a harder position 
against its neighbour Bolivia, and 
the Paraguayan pro-Federico Franco 
coup organisers fi nanced by the 
Pentagon and US secret services.

Press reports last week revealed 
that an ultra-right deputy impli-
cated in Lugo’s overthrow negoti-
ated the installation of US military 
bases on the Paraguayan-Bolivian 
border with the Barack Obama 
administration.

To date Washington has not 
reacted in the context of this dan-
gerous news, as is the case when it 
is engineering destabilising acts or 
military aggression anywhere in the 
world, but it is true that there is no 
smoke without fi re, as the saying 
goes.

The US conspiracy also 
includes internal acts of subversion 
in conjunction with Bolivia’s weak-
ened and discredited traditional 
right, directly implicated in the 
recent police mutiny in the country, 

and in the exacerbated Indigenous 
confl icts in Tipnis, utilised to create 
an image of chaos and weakening 
of support for President Morales’ 
executive.

Naturally, the conservative 
national press, plus international 
media such as the CNN network 
and Spain’s El País, part of the 
Prisa consortium, are part of the 
Bolivian destabilisation operation.

However, in spite of 
Washington, which scorns the intel-
ligence of the millenary Indigenous 
culture, Bolivian authorities and 
the people are fully aware of every 
move made by their adversaries to 
turn around the process of change 
underway in the nation, where an 
appropriate response at the right 
time and in the right place are 
paramount.

The conspiracies against 
Bolivia, similar to those instigated 
in Paraguay and Venezuela and 
Ecuador, to cite certain countries 
which are constant US targets, will 
not be able to achieve their objec-
tive because Evo has suffi cient pop-
ular support to deal another defeat 
to his enemies.
Granma 

Perth

Hiroshima and Nagasaki Film Festival

Sunday August 5 12:00pm til 5:00pm
James Street Amphitheatre Northbridge

Free Entry

Peace Vigil for Hiroshima Day 2012

Monday August 6 12:00pm til 2:00pm
Corner of Hay & Williams Street Perth

People for Nuclear Disarmament (WA) will hold this vigil to 

commemorate the anniversary of Hiroshima Day – and to say that 

nuclear weapons must never again be used.
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Fiodor Lukianov

Police agents searched the resi-
dence and offi ce of former French 
President Nicolas Sarkozy just two 
weeks after he lost his presidential 
immunity, and did so in an inten-
tionally visible manner.

The investigation into the illegal 
funding of Sarkozy’s election cam-
paign by the L’Oreal corporation 
began in 2010, giving rise, to eve-
ryone’s surprise, to the much talked 
about case of Lilliane Bettencourt, 
former owner of the cosmetics empire, 
whose family ended up embroiled 
in internal wrangling and hereditary 
rights.

It emerged from a recording of 
telephone conversations made public 
by Bettencourt’s butler that one of the 
richest women in the world allegedly 
evaded taxes amounting to consider-
able sums and, moreover, received 
tax advantages worth millions of 
euros from former Minister of Labour 
Eric Woerth, a close collaborator of 
Sarkozy’s.

After that, Claire Thibout, 
Bettencourt’s former accountant, 
stated that French politicians with 
conservative leanings, including 
Nicolas Sarkozy, had allegedly 
received envelopes containing cash 
at the Bettencourt mansion, while 
Woerth, as treasurer of the Union for 
a Popular Movement (UMP), received 
an envelope containing 150,000 euros 
for Sarkozy’s election campaign.

The illegal fi nancing of election 
campaigns is the Achilles heel of 
French politicians, both conservative 
and socialist. Sarkozy’s presidential 

predecessor, Jacques Chirac, recently 
received a two-year prison term. 
Due to his delicate state of health, 
he was unable to attend the court 
hearings or complete his sentence in 
a penitentiary.

He pleaded guilty to having 
created fi ctitious posts during the 
second half of the 1990’s in the Paris 
mayor’s offi ce, which he headed for 
close to 20 years. The salaries of the 
non-existent employees swelled his 
Party’s accounts. Similar charges were 
fi led against Alain Juppé, Chirac’s 
collaborator, until recently Minister of 
Foreign Affairs in Sarkozy’s cabinet.

The socialists do not have a much 
better record; during the presidency 
of François Mitterrand (1981-1995), 
mentor of the current head of state, 
François Hollande, the state oil cor-
poration Elf Aquitaine served almost 
offi cially as a source of funds for 
public administrations.

A shameful mix of personal, 
political, state and commercial 
interests was revealed in early 2000 
during investigations into the Elf 
case. Christine Deviers-Joncour, 
the lover of one of France’s most 
famous socialists, Roland Dumas, 
was involved in it. Dumas denied all 
charges and fi nally emerged intact 
from the situation, but in 2007, was 
sentenced to two years imprisonment 
for undue appropriation of funds.

Not long ago, an incident 
occurred which reveals the way 
in which the dubious dealings of 
France’s two major parties overlap. In 
2008, almost 300 million euros were 
returned, out of court, to the former 
politician of socialist leanings and 

magnate Bernard Tapie. The decision 
to do this was made by then Finance 
Minister Christine Lagarde, now 
director of the IMF.

Tapie, a successful businessman, 
specialising in injecting capital into 
and reselling important enterprises (he 
was at one time co-owner of Adidas), 
owned the famous Olympique football 
club and was a minister in a Socialist 
government. He was tipped as another 
Silvio Berlusconi.

He was sent to prison for fi xing 
game results, which ruined his poten-
tial political career and converted 
him into a fervent admirer of Nicolas 
Sarkozy.

It is precisely this close relation-
ship which analysts link to the French 
government’s strange decision to 

support the business magnate in the 
long-running legal case Tapie brought 
against Credit Lyonnais, which had 
gone bankrupt and been placed under 
state control. Tapie accused the bank 
of fraud during the sale of Adidas. 
Lagarde’s role in the matter has not 
been fully clarifi ed.

The public attacks on Sarkozy 
have a logical explanation: they are 
the other side of his politics, based 
on an unbreakable relation between 
commercial and state interests. And 
everything seems to indicate that the 
crimes are there to incriminate him.

However, the problem does not 
lie in Sarkozy’s personality, but in the 
current political culture which allows 
for removing the boundaries between 
the private and public, commercial 
and state.

Past experiences have shown that 
double standards and systemic cor-
ruption have always been aspects of 
politics in general, not only French 

ones. But the globalized and universal 
environment has given this phenom-
enon a new dimension and ideological 
discrepancies have ended up disappear-
ing together with ethical standards.

François Hollande is in an advan-
tageous position, and so it is easy 
for him to criticise his predecessor 
and promise social justice. It was 
not coincidental that one of his most 
high-fl own pre-electoral promises 
was to introduce a 75 percent tax on 
capital wealth, to provide resources 
for the reconstruction of the national 
economy.

Little can come out of this initia-
tive and if, in spite of everything, the 
president attempts it, it is more than 
likely that information will appear 
confirming his links with these 
“wealthiest citizens in the country.”

And so, political life goes on and 
with it the parade of skeletons in the 
cupboard.
Argenpress 

Illicit funds behind 
French politics

International

Anti-cuts protests 
sweep across Spain

Over a third of Fukushima 
children at risk of 
developing cancer

Hundreds of thousands of angry 
Spaniards protested in 80 cities 
across Spain last week against 
the government’s latest auster-
ity measures. Protesters fl ooded 
Madrid’s Puerta del Sol square and 
the streets in front of parliament 
long into the night, facing riot 
police at barricades.

Police fi red rubber bullets and 
charged protesters in central Madrid 
in an attempt to disperse them. 
Fifteen people were arrested and 
39 hurt. 

Large crowds also gathered 
in Barcelona and Bilbao. El Pais 
estimated that more than 100,000 
had attended the rally in the capital 
alone. 

Marchers in Madrid carried 
Spanish fl ags bearing black bows 
for mourning and banners saying: 
“No to the cuts” and “You have 
ruined us.” The country’s parlia-
ment has just passed its latest round 
of harsh austerity measures.

The ruling conservative 
Popular Party used its majority 
in Parliament to push through the 
measures, which include a rise 
in VAT and a wage cut for civil 
servants.

The government also published 
details of the €100 billion loan from 

the eurozone countries to shore up 
its crisis-hit banks. The Economy 
Ministry said that the cash will be 
offered until December 2013 at a 
variable interest rate. 

The latest round of spending 
cuts and tax increases will lop 
€65bn off the government’s budgets 
by 2015.

Eurozone countries have told 
the Spanish government that it must 
reduce its budget defi cit to under 
three percent of the country’s gross 
domestic product by 2014, despite 
one in four people being out of 
work.

Treasury Minister Cristobal 
Montoro parroted the EU mantra in 
parliament, insisting that Spain sim-
ply cannot go deeper into debt.

“Financing public services 
with more defi cit and more debt 
will doom us,” he told MPs. But 
Socialist opposition leader Alfredo 
Perez Rubalcaba accused the gov-
ernment of acting as a puppet to 
Brussels with too much cutting 
back at a time when so many peo-
ple in Spain are out of work.

“Catch a plane to Brussels and 
tell them these cuts are a barbarity,” 
he said. 
Morning Star 

Over a third of children in Japan’s 
Fukushima region could be prone 
to cancer if medics don’t apply 
more effort in treating their unusu-
ally overgrown thyroid glands and 
commit to international health aid 
and consultations, according to a 
new report.

The shocking new report 
shows that nearly 36 percent of 
children in the nuclear disaster-
affected Fukushima Prefecture 
have abnormal thyroid growths. 
This is an extremely large number 
of abnormalities – some of which, 
experts say, pose a risk of becom-
ing cancerous.

After examining more than 
38,000 children from the area, 
medics found that more than 
13,000 have cysts or nodules as 
large as 5 millimeters on their 
thyroids, the Sixth Report of 
Fukushima Prefecture Health 
Management Survey states.

In comparison, a 2001 
analysis by the Japan Thyroid 
Association found that fully zero 
percent of children in the city of 
Nagasaki, which suffered a nucle-
ar attack in August of 1945, had 
nodules, and only 0.8 percent had 
cysts on their thyroids, reports the 
Telegraph.

Radiation enters the body and 

is distributed through soft tissue, 
especially in muscle, and then 
accumulates in the thyroid. It is 
this accumulation that can poten-
tially lead to cancer.

“Yes, 35.8 percent of children 
in the study have lumps or cysts, 
but this is not the same as cancer,” 
says Naomi Takagi, an associate 
professor at Fukushima University 
Medical School Hospital, which 
administered the tests.

“This is an early test, and we 
will only see the effects of radia-
tion exposure after four or fi ve 
years” she added.

But some doctors are outraged 
that the results are not being suf-
fi ciently publicised.

“The data should be made 
available. And they should be 
consulting with international 
experts ASAP. And the lesions 
on the ultrasounds should all be 
biopsied, and they’re not being 
biopsied. And if they’re not being 
biopsied, then that’s ultimately 
medical irresponsibility. Because 
if some of these children have 
cancer and they’re not treated, 
they’re going to die,” says pedia-
trician Helen Caldecott, as cited 
by Business Insider. 

The World Health 
Organisation warns that young 

people are particularly prone to 
radiation poisoning in the thyroid 
gland. Infants face the direst con-
sequences, as their cells divide at 
a higher rate.

Children who were under 18 
when the nuclear disaster struck 
last year will be subject to con-
tinuous thyroid examinations 
every two years until they reach 
20 years of age, and after that, 
every fi ve years for the rest of 
their lives. 

It is also believed that some 
children were exposed to “life-
time” doses of radiation to their 
thyroid glands, says a report by 
Japan’s Institute of Radiological 
Sciences.

Since the last year’s tragedy, 
Japanese authorities and TEPCO 
offi cials have repeatedly faced 
accusations that they withheld 
vital information about the radia-
tion leak levels in the area and 
downplayed the real scale of the 
danger.

Nor have the long-term conse-
quences of the radiation’s spread 
been estimated yet. The latest 
research suggests that in a matter 
of fi ve years, highly-contaminated 
ocean water from the area could 
reach the West Coast of the US.
Russia Today 

Former French President Nicolas Sarkozy.
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What’s in 
the paper 
today?
I picked up a recent copy of The Sydney 
Morning Herald that was lying around in 
the lounge room and selected a varied slew 
of items from it for this week’s column. I 
fi gured I had better get in before it goes the 
way of other papers owned by fi lthy rich 
individuals (the name Murdoch springs to 
mind, don’t know why).

The Herald has always prided itself on being 
Australia’s principal “journal of record”, the 
place where the gentry and the capitalists alike 
looked for news of signifi cant events, shifts in 
government policies and of course developments 
in business. All the news that matters to the 
ruling class, in other words.

Now that the paper is controlled by an 
über-rich mining magnate’s ambitious widow 
I take little comfort (unlike Herald journalists, 
apparently) from assertions that she will “respect 
the paper’s editorial independence”.

Not that The Herald could ever be called 
“left wing” or accused of being on the side of 
the workers, of course, but if it is turned into a 
clone of Murdoch’s Australian we will certainly 
be the poorer for it.

The copy I picked up from the lounge was 
that of Monday, July 16, 2012. Across the top 
of the World section (international news) was 
spread an article about how Libya’s crumbling 
health system was being worsened by a rise in 

medical tourism, as Libyans went abroad to 
get health care. The article never mentioned 
NATO’s war against Libya at all, except for 
one reference to “last year’s revolution” and the 
“tens of thousands killed, missing or injured”.

That before the NATO bombing Libya’s 
health care system, funded from oil revenues, 
was an African success story, is ignored. 
Instead the emphasis is on the country’s 
“crumbling infrastructure”, in a blatant attempt 
to make the present chaos appear the result of 
mismanagement and corruption by the Gaddafi  
regime, with the implication that that is what 
caused the “revolution” in the fi rst place.

Some things do get through however, such 
as the fact that the NATO-installed government’s 
health system is rife with corruption and not 
benefi ting the Libyan people at all. Instead, it 
is spending millions to send people overseas to 
get treatment for even simple conditions. Salama 
Aghila, a surgeon at Tripoli’s General Hospital, 
pointed out the obvious: “If the government 
spent the money here to invest in our own health 
system, to improve hospitals and train more 
doctors and nurses, everyone would benefi t.”

Every time a patient is sent abroad for 
treatment, to private hospitals in Jordan or 
Tunisia, he says, “it is US$10,000 spent in 
another country’s health system and a loss for 
Libya”. As of last month, the NATO-installed 
Libyan authorities were believed to owe private 
hospitals in Jordan alone some US$83 million.

Further down the same page (in fact down 
at the bottom of the page) was a report sourced 
from The New York Times basically correcting 
an earlier report by “Syrian activists” of a 
“massacre of civilians near the central city 
of Hama”. It seems a UN observer team had 
investigated and found that it had not been 
a massacre of civilians at all but a fi re-fi ght 
between young armed men and the army, which 
the army won.

With the US and its allies waging a fi erce 
propaganda war against the Syrian government 
(with allegations of massacres and torture 
fi guring prominently to undermine left-wing 
support for President Assad’s anti-imperialist 
stance) and also waging a real war of subversion 
using “special forces” from several countries 
posing as rebels, the non-massacre near Hama 
must have been very blatant for the NYT to go 
to the trouble of negating it.

However, they nevertheless made sure that 
it was carefully worded to still make the Syrian 
government out as the baddies: even the headline 
was slanted, “Young fi ghters, not civilians, the 
victims of slaughter in Syria.”

Over the page is a very brief report 

headlined “Boy shoots father”. The story 
is from Indiana, in the gun-happy USA. As 
everyone outside the gun-nuts of the Shooters’ 
Party knows, guns in the house result in people 
getting shot, either in stupid accidents or fi ts of 
temper. If guns were not on hand, most of these 
incidents would not result in people being killed 
or incapacitated.

But when guns are plentiful, people get 
shot: by their children, by their siblings, by 
friends or neighbours, rarely by “gunmen” or 
villains. And of course, when someone has a 
mental breakdown, access to guns can turn 
potential domestic violence into a massacre of 
dozens of people.

So commonplace is this sort of killing that 
the case only got into the paper because of the 
age of the killer: he was three. His father had 
brought a loaded pistol into the house, because 
Americans are allowed to do that sort of thing. 
“It’s in the Constitution!”

Finally, an item about something that 

manages to get my goat every time I see it 
happening. “Authorities were last night hunting 
for a great white shark up to fi ve metres long 
that killed a surfer off Western Australia. … 
The Fisheries Department said a boat was 
searching the area with orders to capture and 
kill the shark.”

Sharks live in the sea. You go swimming 
in the sea, you are putting yourself in their 
domain. If you don’t want to risk being bitten 
by a passing shark stick to swimming pools. In 
India during the Raj, if a tiger killed a person, it 
was thought that it would turn “man-eater” now 
that it had discovered how tasty people were and 
how easy to catch. A professional tiger hunter 
would be called in to shoot it, before it killed 
again. But that kind of thinking cannot apply to 
a shark which does not kill people by choice or 
because it likes the taste. Great whites eat seals. 
To a shark, a surfer is simply an odd-shaped seal. 
To punish the shark for being a shark is futile. 
It smacks of a pointless act of revenge. 

Letters / Culture & Life

Moral compass 
needs repair
You cannot claim a moral compass 
if it is skewed and bent.

Our news media is crucial to 
our national consciousness, and to 
our children’s form and content. An 
Australia-wide lead news item was 
the Queen’s alleged discontent at 
honeymoon photos of her grandson 
being published.

However the news media makes 
just about zero mention of the 10 mil-
lion Congolese who have been killed 
since 1996. Many of you will think, 
“10 million Congolese murdered? 
That’s genocide, how wouldn’t we 
know about this?” This is more than 
12 times the genocidal deaths in 
Rwanda during 1994.

That’s right, our moral compass 
needs repair so our consciousness isn’t 
damaged any further, and vacuums 
of inhumanity slide by out of sight 
out of mind.

What is more important? The 
Queen’s discontent or 10 million dead 
and counting?

Gerry Georgatos
WA

Punishing the parents 
no answer
Everybody agrees that obesity cre-
ates many health problems, both 
physical and mental. There is a 
whole diet industry out there (and 
not a cheap one, either) pushing 
some new “miracle”’ diet or food 
every day. Doctors are worried 
about diabetes, parents are worried 
about their children’s diets and 
fast food advertisements during 
children’s television programs.

Food labels, genetically modifi ed 
food, transfats, organic food, super-
market brands … you name it, there 
is something to worry about. Enough 
information overload to make you 
either switch off and ignore every-
thing or start jumping from one diet 
to another. There is even a suggestion 
that obese children should be removed 
from their parents and put into state 
care because obesity should be treated 
as a form of child abuse.

How this will help children – 
being removed from parents – does 
not seem to worry the people who 
suggest it. It seems that the only 
solution is to punish someone, be 
it a parent or a child. What about 
creating free clinics where children 
(and their parents) can be advised 
not only on nutrition but underly-
ing health problems can be treated 
as well.

After all, obesity may have 
multiple causes and blaming parents 
will not solve any of them. Fast food 
advertising is everywhere and any 
attempts to have it removed ends 
nowhere. When Singaporeans started 

putting on too much fl ab soft drinks 
and fast food were banned in schools. 
It worked. Junk food companies 
here seem to be protected from any 
adverse action.

T Southern
Brisbane

Wrong priest
I noticed in your editorial (July 
18) that you have wildly promoted 
Bishop Julian Porteous – the auxil-
iary bishop of Sydney – to Cardinal 
Pell’s status. Cardinal Pell is the 
Archbishop, not Porteous.

Best wishes 
Kathryn Barton 

Clergy abuse: time for 
a Royal Commission

The Guardian editorial is to be 
congratulated in calling for a Royal 
Commission into clergy abuse. The 
terms of reference should include 
the situation of traumatised adult 
survivors of sexual assault by the 
clergy who have received little or 
no help from the Catholic Church.

Victims often fi nd dealing with 
the church hierarchy similar to 
dealing with the board of Hardie’s 
Asbestos. Just like asbestos victims 
we need government intervention to 
help rectify the long-term damage 
caused by clergy abuse. After decades 
of criminal negligence and systemic 
cover-ups the church is still failing 
to take responsibility for its actions.

Beyond prayers and empty words 

the clergy has been indifferent to the 
plight of adult survivors left with 
lasting economic disadvantage and 
trauma. Many members of the clergy 
in Australia show practical compas-
sion towards refugees for example 
yet turn their back on the victims of 
their church.

When was the last time you saw 

a nun or priest helping survivors of 
clergy abuse by advocating for their 
needs and helping them fi nd secure 
housing or jobs? Adult survivors of 
clergy abuse have waited long enough 
for justice – its time for a Royal 
Commission.

Clergy Abuse Survivor
(Name withheld on request)

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

To a great white a surfer is simply an odd-shaped seal.

Perth
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Sat 4 Aug

Home Is Where The Heart Is 
(ABC2 Wednesdays from 

August 1 at 9.30pm) is a three-part 
documentary series about “a radical 
scheme which looks to offer a solu-
tion to one of Britain’s most stubborn 
social problems”. The problem is 
homelessness, and in Britain today 
– as in every other developed coun-
try – it affects a wide and growing 
spectrum of society. The homeless 
are no longer only “derelicts” or even 
the jobless. Employed people, people 
with regular incomes, are beginning 
to be numbered among the homeless 
(this is particularly so in the USA).

I was deeply suspicious of the 
program when I fi rst read about it. 
It hardly seemed to be a serious 
approach to a very serious problem: 
“Four celebrity households including 
Brit-pop legend Alex James, presenter 
Anneka Rice, popular chef Aldo 
Zilli and interior designers Colin 
and Justin agree to take part in a 
unique mentoring scheme by inviting 
a homeless person into their homes 
and off the streets to live with them 
for two weeks.”

The concept practically shrieked 
“tokenism”. It also seemed predicated 
on the assumption that homelessness 
was some sort of life-style choice, 
and if the homeless could just be 
persuaded not to be homeless all 
would be well. As is so often the case, 
the publicity had little to do with the 
actual program.

The four homeless people 
featured in the series are only a drop 
in the bucket, of course, a bucket 
that threatens to turn into an ocean 

as Britain endures its worst recession 
in decades and the space between 
recessions gets shorter and shorter. 
The one-on-one mentoring shown 
here is hardly applicable on a mass 
scale and motivated wealthy, caring 
people are also in short supply, 
whereas the reasons people’s lives 
implode and they end up homeless 
are almost as numerous and varied 
as the people themselves.

Mental or physical ill health, 
alcohol or drug abuse, emotional 
or mental breakdown, loss of a job 
or family break-up, failure of a 
small business or farm, any number 
of large or small misfortunes can 
destroy the average person’s domestic 
security with catastrophic results for 
individuals and families alike.

The four situations followed in 
the series are too diverse to be in 
any way “representative” except to 
emphasise the extent of the problem. 
But as the program gets into its stride, 
and we get to know both the celebs 
and the homeless subjects, the nature 
of the problem they are trying to deal 
with becomes quite confronting.

The celebs assert that they 
just want to “make a difference in 
someone’s life” but humans are 
complex creatures and so is modern 
life. Even within the small sample of 
four people shown here, they have 
to contend with alcoholism, panic 
attacks, the after-effects of being 
abandoned as a child, domestic 
breakdown and constant parental 
fi ghting, not to mention possible 
schizophrenia. One of the homeless 
subjects, asked what he would 
change if he could go back in time 
says he would stop his parents from 
conceiving him, which reduces his 
mentor to tears.

The scheme shown in the 
program is hardly a viable solution 
to the problem of homelessness, but 
it certainly indicates that for any 
solution to succeed, it is going to need 
plenty of resources, especially human 
and social. I am looking forward to 
episode two.

Another interesting piece of 
investigative TV journal-

ism is Websex: What’s The Harm? 
(ABC2 Friday August 3 at 9.30pm). 
Subtitled Candid On Camera, this is 

an investigation of the growing trend 
of young people using the Internet to 
indulge in sexually explicit behaviour 
and to make sexual relationships, free 
of any adult supervision.

Showing nude pictures of 
yourself on webcam might score you 
a boyfriend or girlfriend, but is just 
as likely to arouse the interest of a 
sexual predator. It is also calculated 
to reinforce the attitude so prevalent 
under capitalism of viewing women 
as commodities or objects rather than 
as people. And yet, thanks in part 
to the intense promotion of “social 
media” and their attendant “apps” as 
liberating must-haves for all young 
people, thousands of young people 
are sending sexually explicit pictures 
and fi lms of themselves to complete 
strangers every day.

As the program says, “a whole 

new set of devices has been added to 
the websex armoury – apps that you 
can download to your mobile phone 
to go online and hunt for suitable (and 
unsuitable) partners at any time of the 
day or night.”

The light drama series Kingdom 
(ABC1 Saturdays at 7.30pm 

from August 4) returns for its third 
season this week. Stephen Fry, putting 
on weight in middle age, plays a 
country solicitor in Norfolk. The 
series aims for a pleasantly bucolic 
atmosphere, as suits its rural village 
setting, but perhaps tries to be a little 
too bucolic some of the time.

The legal problems that come 
the way of his practice are often the 
stuff of real life – in this fi rst episode 
of the new series a young woman 
wants Kingdom and Co to take 
action against the army on grounds 

of sexual discrimination because 
they refused to allow her to join up. 
As always with Kingdom, he fi nds 
there’s more to it than that. He is also 
involved with trying to help a disabled 
Iraq War veteran settle back into a 
community where he observes, “no 
one understands”. At the same time 
Gloria, fi lling in as his receptionist, 
is freaking out at the irrational 
demands of her elderly father who is 
in turn becoming litigious over the 
interpretation of his obligations as 
local lock keeper on the canal.

All these matters are resolved, 
however, a little too neatly (well, more 
than a little, really) and once again all 
is more or less right with the world. 
The fi rst two series weren’t quite this 
cloying in their sweetness. I trust the 
rest of Series Three develops a wee 
bit more bite. 

Rob Gowland
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July 27
“KONI 2012” – 
FACT OR FICTION ON POST-COLONIAL CENTRAL AFRICA
Wendy Lambourne, Dr, Sen Lecturer Centre Peace & Confl ict Studies;
James Dhizzala, Ugandan Doctoral Studies Centre Peace & Confl ict Student;
Geoffrey Onen, Ugandan Activist

August 3
SRI LANKA – DISAPPEARNCE OF HUMAN RIGHTS & 
THE SURVIVAL OF THE TAMILS
Sam Pari, Dr, Human Rights Spokesperson Tamil Community; 
Brami Jegan, Human Rights activist & media co-ordinator for 
Greens Senator Lee Rhiannon

August 10
BRITISH GOVERNMENT AS BIG BROTHER – 
NEW LAW TO ACCESS THE INTERNET OF ALL ITS CITIZENS – 
PRIVACY IMPLICATIONS FOR AUSTRALIA
John Dowd, AO, Int. Commission of Jurists; 
Stephen Blanks, NSW Council Civil Liberties

August 17
CORPORATE THUGGERY CONTESTING 
AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT – TOBACCO, MINING
Pat Ranald, ACTU; 
Tony Maher, Nat. President CFMEU (mining & energy Division)

POLITICSin the pub

Sydney

Bobby Blunden and Alex James – Home Is Where The Heart Is (ABC2 Wednesdays from August 1 at 9.30pm).

Sydney

AGENT ORANGE JUSTICE
Mori Gallery,  168 Day St, Sydney  (near Trades Hall)

Grand opening Tues Aug 7, 6pm Exhibit runs till August 11

Launched by NSW Governor Marie Bashir, Vietnamese Consul-General Mai Phuoc Dzung

Part of the international campaign to hold the US (and Australia) responsible for its 10-year 

chemical warfare against Vietnam, and get it to clean up the toxic mess left in parts of 

Vietnam’s environment and win compensation for the 3 million Vietnamese who are 

devastated, some of whom are fourth generation victims.

During the show week, there will also be films about Agent Orange, a reading from The Seed 

(a play by a daughter of an Australian veteran who is Agent Orange-affected), seminars and 

talks, and sales of books, DVDs and prints.

Organised by Agent Orange Justice – Australia Vietnam Solidarity Network

Contact: info@agentorangejustice.org.au. Phone: Carol 0403 194 174

www.agentorangejustice.org.au
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“Violence associated with the ‘war 
on drugs’ and organised crime, 
which includes government cor-
ruption in some countries, has 
specifi c consequences for women 
in Latin America,” says Chilean 
lawyer Patsili Toledo, a member 
of “Antígona”, a research group 
of the Autonomous University of 
Barcelona and a specialist in the 
subject of femicide in the continent.

For the very fi rst time, feminist 
organisations are demanding that 
Latin American governments under-
take a review of their current anti-drug 
policies. Hundreds of organisations 
from different countries in the region 
are raising their voices to warn of the 
impact of the “war on drugs” on the 
lives of women, especially increases 
in the incidence of femicide.

As in war, the cruel rape of 
women is often symbolic: it creates 
cohesion within the armed groups, 

reaffi rms “masculinity” and is a way 
of attacking “the enemy’s morale”. 
But the “domestic” violence is getting 
worse too: while there are women 
around the world who are threatened 
by their partners, the risk increases 
substantially when men have easy 
access to weapons and are less likely 
to be brought to justice, as in Mexico 
and Guatemala, where the impunity 
rate exceeds 95 percent.

Another aspect of the relationship 
between drug traffi cking and women 
is that many of them end up in prison 
for drug offences. Federal prisons in 
Argentina refl ect this phenomenon: 
most women inmates are accused 
of drug traffi cking on a small scale, 
like mules.

According to Toledo, this war 
has shown to be harmful for women: 
homicides of women have increased 
in Central America and Mexico; in 
countries like Honduras, the increase 

is four times higher than the rate for 
men. Many of these cases also involve 
sexual aggression, torture and mutila-
tion. “In El Salvador, the rate of homi-
cides where the victim is a woman 
is the highest in the region: 13.9 per 
100,000 women. In Guatemala, the 
rate is 9.80 per 100,000 and in some 
Mexican states like Chihuahua, Baja 
California and Guerrero, the rate tri-
pled between 2005 and 2009, reaching 
11.1 per 100,000. In contrast, rates in 
countries like Chile and Argentina do 
not exceed 1.4 per 100,000 and most 
of them occurred in the context of 
domestic abuse,” stated Toledo.

The call for a drug policy review 
is made by the Feminist Regional 
Network for Human Rights and 
Gender Justice, which comprises 
organisations from six Latin American 
countries: ELAÿ Latin American Team 
for Justice and Gender (Argentina), 
Corporaci¢n Humanas (Chile, 
Colombia and Ecuador), Equis: 
Justice for Women (Mexico) and 
Demus: Bureau for the Defence of the 
Rights of Women (Peru). Recognised 
activists like Anna Carcedo (Costa 

Rica), Marcela Lagarde (Mexico) and 
Socorro Ramirez (Colombia) have also 
joined the initiative.

Ahead of the intergovernmental 
Summit of the Americas held on 
April 14-15 in the Colombian city 
of Cartagena, NGOs from across 
the region added their voices to 
this call. “Violence against women, 
deeply rooted in sexism and struc-
tural discrimination against women, 
increases in the current context of 
armed violence in the region, directly 
related to drug traffi cking. Therefore, 
the severity of this situation requires 
an urgent review of current drug 
policy in order to reduce violence and 
corruption that feeds extreme forms 
of violence against women,” says a 
statement signed by the organisations.

Patsili Toledo stressed the need 
to end the war on drugs in its current 
form, because so far, it’s just profi ting 
the traffi ckers, money launderers and 
countries that sell arms: “The massive 
use of weapons feeds violence and 
undermines the judicial system; the 
impunity and lack of control make 
murdering easier and cheaper.”

She added that while violence 
against women exists in peacetime, it 
intensifi es in times of war. The “war 
on drugs” requires global changes 
in drug control policies that, unfor-
tunately, no law against femicide 
approved in recent years in the region 
has mentioned. “Ending the war will 
not eradicate the femicides in Central 
America and Mexico,” said Toledo, 
but it could at least bring them down 
to the rates seen in other countries 
that are lucky to be located further 
from the main traffi cking routes. 
(womennewsnetwork.net)
Women News Network culture 
columnist and Latin American 
social critic Vanessa Rivera de 
la Fuente is a feminist, and a 
Muslim woman, living in Buenos 
Aires, Argentina. Born in Chile, 
Rivera is also an enthusiastic 
speaker on issues of gender 
and empowerment who has led 
volunteer programs for rural 
communities in the Peruvian 
highlands.
Third World Resurgence 

“War on drugs” 
leaves Latin 
American 
women’s lives 
in ruins
The war on drugs in Latin America is exacerbating the 
femicide in the region, say women’s groups and activists, 
writes Vanessa Rivera de la Fuente.

The causes of spiralling food prices
Dr Julian Oram *

In the US, one of the largest 
producers of wheat, soy and corn, 
the Department of Agriculture has 
recorded a 12 percent decrease in 
yield per acre due to “scarce rain-
fall coupled with record-breaking 
temperatures”.

This has global repercussions, 
even in developed nations. In 
Australia, for instance, a parcel 
of soy meal – one of the main 
ingredients of chicken feed – was 
quoted at AU$460. But as of July 
9 the price is AU$645. Indeed, the 
Sustainable Consumption Institute 
in the UK claims food that fami-
lies now take for granted could 
become too expensive if global 
temperatures rise in line with the 
current trends and reach 4 degrees 
Celsius.

In the developing world where 
food expenditure makes up a 
larger proportion of daily budgets, 
the effects can be devastating. In 
2008, and again in 2011, record 

global food prices contributed to 
a steep rise in poverty and hunger, 
as well as sparking rioting and 
political instability around the 
world.

So why, in 2012, do we con-
tinue to experience a situation 
where food prices are increasingly 
volatile, and where so many peo-
ple are denied their fundamental 
right to food? We would argue that 
there are fi ve fundamental causes:

Climate change represents 
the ultimate threat to food secu-
rity. There is strong scientifi c 
consensus that the intensity and 
frequency of extreme weather 
events, such as the drought cur-
rently affl icting the American mid-
west, are likely to increase under 
climate change. On July 10, the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration concluded that last 
year’s record drought in Texas 
was made “roughly 20 times more 
likely” because of man made 
climate change, and said that 
anthropogenic warming had to be 

a factor in the drought. Enough 
said, really.

Inequality of income and 
access to resources, both within 
and between countries, is the big-
gest socio-economic driver behind 
hunger. Unequal access to resourc-
es means that huge areas of land 
are being used for rich consumers 
in distant markets, instead of food 
for local consumption.

Industrial farming has come 
at the expense of declining soil 
fertility, freshwater pollution and 
depletion, and loss of biodiver-
sity, while also driving millions 
of farmers into debt and eroding 
rural communities’ ability to exert 
control over crucial resources such 
as land and seeds. Meanwhile, 
genetically engineered crops are 
not designed to feed the poor or 
to decrease prices, do not increase 
yields in a sustainable manner, and 
have failed under extreme fl uctua-
tions in temperature and moisture.

Loss and waste of food from 
harvest to table is a major issue. 

Enough food is already produced 
in the world to feed every human 
being on the planet comfort-
ably, and further gains could be 
achieved to feed future genera-
tions through the application of 
agro-ecological farming practices. 
But current estimates suggest that 
as much as 30 percent of the food 
grown today is spoiled or wasted, 
an unacceptably high fi gure.

Financial speculation on com-
modity futures markets has greatly 
exacerbated the volatility of 
food prices. Prices on the futures 
markets for corn and wheat have 
already risen by 38 percent and 33 
percent, respectively, over the past 
three weeks. If transmitted onto 
global markets, infl ation of this 
magnitude could again have a dis-
astrous impact on the millions of 
low-income households worldwide 
who spend a majority of their 
budget on food.

Greenpeace is calling on gov-
ernments to take action to end this 
recurring nightmare. Key steps 

needed to prevent future food 
crises include cutting greenhouse 
gas emissions to slow climate 
change, scaling-up investment 
in more resilient and ecological 
agricultural practices, addressing 
inequalities in income and access 
to resources, and drastically cut-
ting food waste from fi eld to fork. 
Regulators must also be given the 
power to strictly limit the role of 
speculative capital in food com-
modity futures markets.

The weather will always be 
beyond human control. But meas-
ures to prevent runaway climate 
change that do impact weather, 
develop more sustainable farming 
systems, improve the economic 
position of poor food producers 
and consumers, and protect the 
most vulnerable from predatory 
speculative behaviour, defi nitely 
lie within our grasp.
* Dr Julian Oram is Senior 
Political Advisor, Sustainable 
Agriculture, at Greenpeace 
International 


